SI.1 Analysis of the first-division DFAs for each year of the DFT poll
We performed additional calculations with SVWN (LDA), S1,S2 B3LYP*, S3 and CAM-B3LYP S4 for the GMTKN55 database, as they had appeared in the first division in some years. All molecular geometries of the GMTKN55 database and reference values were taken from Ref. S5 . All calculations were performed using ORCA 4.0.1. S6,S7 The large Ahlrichs-type quadruple-ζ atomic-orbital (AO) basis set def2-QZVP S8 was used. For the G21EA, AHB21, and IL16 test sets we applied diffuse s and p functions from aug-cc-pVQZ S9 to all non-hydrogen atoms, and diffuse s functions to H atoms in accordance with the previous GMTKN studies. S5 ,S10-S14 Diffuse s and p functions were added to oxygen in the WATER27 test set. def2-ECP S8 effectivecore potentials were used to define the core-electrons of heavy elements in some molecules in the HEAVY28, HEAVYSB11, HAL59, and RG18 sets. All SCF calculations were carried out as a multi-grid procedure with ORCA's quadrature grid '3' until convergence, followed by a non-iterative step with the larger grid '4'. With the exception of CAM-B3LYP, all functionals were treated with the resolution-of-the-identity (RI) approximation and chain-of-sphere approximation (COSX) S15 to speed up the evaluation of Coulomb and exchange integrals, respectively. All calculations were set to the SCF convergence criterion of 10´7E h .
Our analysis of the DFT-poll results is based on the assessment of 216 dispersion-corrected and -uncorrected DFAs with GMTKN55. Dispersion-corrected DFAs only refer to the recommended DFT-D3(BJ) correction with Becke-Johnson damping.
In some cases, where this damping functional turned out to be incompatible due to short range double counting effects, we considered the zero-damping version: S5,S12 M052X-D3(0), M062X-D3(0), M08HX-D3(0), M06-D3(0), M05-D3(0), PW1PW-D3(0), MPW1LYP-D3(0), M06L-D3(0), M11L-D3(0), N12-D3(0), PKZB-D3(0), MN15L-D3(0), and PW91P86-D3(0). We also considered ωB97X-D3(0), DSD-PBEP86-NL, DSD-BLYP-NL, PWPB95-NL, SOS1-PBE-QIDH-NL, PBE-QIDH-NL, PW6B95-NL, B3LYP-NL, and revPBE-NL. In addition to just listing each year's first-division DFAs, the authors of the DFT poll also reported weight factors for each functional based on the number of votes for that DFA to be used for a composite DFT method based on popularity. We will come back to that idea shortly as an additional investigation that complements our analysis in the main manuscript. For that purpose, we used the weight factors as reported in Ref. S16. Some functionals were excluded from our analysis, therefore, weight factors of the remaining DFAs needed to be adjusted so that the overall weight of first-division DFAs remained the same ("1). We added the weights of functionals that were excluded from our study, and then evenly distributed that number among the remaining first-division DFAs of the corresponding year.
Tabs. S1-S8 show the first-division DFAs in each year, how they rank and the weight factors. Tab. S9 refers to the composite method of each year based on the aforementioned weight factors. Table S9 shows the final WTMAD-2 numbers, and how they rank compared with the individual DFAs tested with the GMTKN55 database. Again, we can confirm that the first-division DFAs exhibit very average performance. Table S12 : Statistical analysis of the B3LYP* DFA for all 55 test sets of the GMTKN55 database. The statistical key data are: mean deviation (MD), mean absolute deviation (MAD), root-mean-square deviation (RMSD), normalised MAD (NMAD), deviation span (∆error), maximum (max) and minimum deviation (min). The NMAD is defined as the ratio between the MAD for a set and its average absolute reaction energy. For all test sets, the def2-QZVP atomic-orbital basis set was used, with additional diffuse functions for the G21EA, WATER27, AHB21, and IL16 sets. All values are in kcal/mol, except for the dimensionless NMAD. 
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